REMARKS 

In response to the Office Action dated September 27, 2004, Applicant respectfully 
requests reconsideration based on the following remarks. Applicant respectfully submits that 
the claims as presented are in condition for allowance. 

The drawings were objected to. Submitted herewith is a set of replacement drawings. 

The Abstract was objected to and has been amended to address the item raised by the 
Examiner. 

The Brief Description of the Drawings was objected to. Applicant is not aware of any 
rule requiring that the Brief Description of the Drawings separately describe each of the 
figures. Thus, the Brief Description of the Drawings has not been amended. 

Claims 5, 6 and 13 were objected to and have been amended to address the item 
raised by the Examiner. 

Claims 1, 3, 9, 10, 12 and 15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as being 
anticipated by Lo. Claim 1 recites "wherein said locking member is secured to said cable to 
prevent said slidable housing from movmg relative to said cable." This feature is not taught 
by Lo. The boot 512 in Lo is not "secured" to the cable to prevent the boot from moving 
relative to the cable. The boot 5 12 is a pliable rubber boot that frictionally engages top and 
bottom covers 502 and 504. The plug 500 is secure to the cable through barbs 564 on latch 
516. Thus, Lo fails to teach "said locking member is secured to said cable to prevent said 
slidable housing from moving relative to said cable." 

For the above reasons, claim 1 is patentable over Lo. Claims 3 and 9 depend from 
claim 1 and are patentable over Lo for at least the reasons advanced with reference to claim 
1. Claims 10, 12 and 15 recite features similar to those discussed above with reference to 
claim 1 and are patentable over Lo for at least the reasons advanced with reference to claim 
1. 

Claims 1-4, 9-12 and 15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as being anticipated by 
Viklund. Claim 1 recites "wherein said locking member is secured to said cable to prevent 
said slidable housing from moving relative to said cable." This feature is not taught by 
Viklund. In applying Viklund, the Examiner considered sides 150 and 152 of housing 12 as 
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corresponding to the claim locking member. Sides 150 and 152 are not secured to a cable to 
prevent movement of the slidable housing. If this was the case, the housing 12 in Viklund 
would be fixed in place and could not operate as described in Viklund. Thus, Viklund fails 
to teach "said locking member is secured to said cable to prevent said slidable housing from 
moving relative to said cable." 

For the above reasons, claim 1 is patentable over Viklund. Claims 2, 3 and 9 depend 
from claim 1 and are patentable over Viklund for at least the reasons advanced with reference 
to claim 1. Claims 10-12 and 15 recite features similar to those discussed above with 
reference to claim 1 and are patentable over Viklund for at least the reasons advanced with 
reference to claim 1. 

In view of the foregoing remarks and amendments, Applicant submits that the above- 
identified application is now in condition for allowance. Early notification to this effect is 
respectfully requested. 

If there are any charges with respect to this response or otherwise, please charge them 
to Deposit Account 06-1 130. 




ZTavid A. Fox 
Registration No. 38,807 
CANTOR COLBURN LLP 
55 Griffin Road South 
Bloomfield, CT 06002 
Telephone (860) 286-2929 
Facsimile (860)286-0115 
Customer No. 23413 



Date: December 23, 2004 



SIE-0195 



